While in a wide range of phonological theories preservation under prominence is a well noticed effect, there are few explanations for the accumulation of prominent properties in a particular position. Both tendencies, however, as well as their interaction, are particularly suited to formal expression within Optimality Theory. The aim of this paper is to show that the word-initial position is a site of vowel preservation (Positional Faithfulness) and a point of attraction of salient features (Positional Markedness). The focus is on the less familiar effect of get-together prominent elements in order to shed new light on several vocalic adjustments that have been unsatisfactorily explained in the traditional literature of Romance languages.
Introduction
Since the Prague School's work, the concept of 'prominence' has been used to explain some asymmetries attested in the world languages regarding the different behavior of segments which are alike except for the structural position in which they appear. The most common use of prominence in phonological theories relates to observations about the grammatical pressure to protect elements that appear in strong positions (syllable peaks, onsets, stressed syllables, heads of prosodic words, stems, etc.); in contrast, elements attached to weaker positions (syllable margins, codas, unstressed syllables, non-heads of prosodic words, affixes, etc.) are more vulnerable and hence are more prone to change. For example, many languages display neutralization processes in weak positions (e.g. assimilation in codas, vowel reduction in unstressed syllables, devoicing in word-final position), but not in strong positions. There is yet a less familiar effect of prominence related to the intrinsic properties of elements: more prominent elements tend to link to structurally strong positions, whereas weaker elements tend to attach to less salient positions. For instance, in many languages stress (a salient feature) is preferably located on heavy, closed syllables (a prominent position with respect to light, open syllables).
While in a wide range of phonological theories preservation under prominence is a well noticed effect, there are fewer explanations for the accumulation of salient properties in a particular site. Both tendencies, however, as well as their interaction, are particularly suited to formal expression within Optimality Theory (OT; Prince & Smolensky 1993 /2004 . In OT, to deal with preservation under prominence, faithfulness constraints protecting elements in strong positions must outrank markedness constraints (Positional Faithfulness; cf. Alderete 1995 , Beckman 1998 ; while to explain the attraction of prominent elements to strong positions, markedness constraints favoring more salient elements in those positions must become active, sometimes outranking certain faithfulness constraints (Positional Markedness; cf. Prince & Smolensky 1993 /2004 ).
The aim of this paper is to show that the word-initial position is a site of vowel preservation as well as a point of attraction of salient features; examples are from Catalan and other Romance languages, and the focus is on the less common effect of get-together prominent characteristics. We first briefly discuss the relation between the prominence of the word-initial position and segmental prominence ( § 2). Second, we examine cases where some features that are retained word-initially are overridden in other sites ( § 3). Third, we show that prominent features tend to couple with prominent positions and, in particular, with the word-initial position ( § 4). Finally, we develop an analysis for the asymmetric behavior of pronominal proclitics and enclitics in Pedreguer (Valencian Catalan) from the perspective of Positional Markedness ( § 5).
Prominence: Word-initial position and sonority
The singularity of the word-initial position has long been noticed in the past. As an example from the diachronic studies on Spanish, Menéndez Pidal (1985: § 16) observes that '…[l]a posición inicial es la más firme, la que da más resistencia a las vocales, la que más las asemeja a la acentuada…' ['…the initial position is the most stable, the position which makes vowels more resistant to changes, the most similar to the stressed position…']. More recent studies have empirically demonstrated the relevance of this position. Different psycholinguistic experiments on word recognition (more efficient at the beginning of the word) and effects derived from word distortion (which are considered worse if the deviant part is at the beginning of the word) have determined that the left part of the word is more relevant than the end of the word. This has been related to the importance of temporal structure in languages or to the lexical access to words, from left to right (cf. Nooteboom 1981 , Hawkins & Cutler 1988 , Barnes 2002 , Chitoran et al. 2002 . From a phonetic point of view, Barnes (2002) has further proved that several effects attributed to the initial syllable are, in fact, strictly induced by the vowel appearing at the absolute left edge of the word, since this segment, among other things, is clearly longer than other vowels. Other scholars have argued that word-initial consonants may have a special status as well, which has to do with prominent effects stemming from the position in which they are located (see, among others, Chitoran et al. 2002) .
All in all, we end up having the hierarchy for prominence presented in (1a), which, when limited to the specific position under discussion in the present paper, establishes that the initial position of the word is stronger than non-initial sites (1b). There is also a broad consensus in the literature that there is a hierarchy for segmental prominence coupled with sonority, according to which the more sonorous a segment is the more prominent it is.
1 In spite of some disagreements over the details of the sonority scale, there is a widespread agreement with the hierarchy of segmental sonority sketchily presented in (2).
1 It is worth noting that some authors question the very concept of sonority (e.g. Ohala & Kawasaki-Fukumori 1997) , though not necessarily deny the existence of syllables. Alternatives to the sonority hierarchy for explaining segmental sequential constraints appear, for instance, in Blevins (2003) .
(2) Segmental prominence hierarchy:
The segmental prominence hierarchy of (2) interacts with the positional prominence hierarchy of (1). The result of this crossing is a set of markedness sonorityreferring related constraints which mention a structural place (a peak -a syllable nucleus, for instance -or a margin -a syllable onset or a coda, for example), inherently ranked with respect to one another following the order of the hierarchy in (2). Thus, vowels, which are the most sonorous elements, are the segments that better suit strong positions and hence syllable nuclei or peaks (P) (3a); inversely, the most sonorous segments are the worst elements in weak positions and hence in syllable margins (M),
i.e. onsets and codas (3b). 
Word-initial position and Positional Faithfulness
As mentioned, the claim that the initial position of words is a privileged site to preserve elements that are otherwise overridden appears in classic works recurrently. For instance, the crucial role of the left edge is invoked to explain why, in the evolution from Latin to Romance languages, unstressed vowels that tend to be deleted in other positions regularly resist in word-initial position (4).
(4) APRILE 'April' > abril (Cat., Gal., Port., Sp.), avril (Fr.), aprile (It.), aprilie (Rum.)
HIBERNU 'winter' > hivern (Cat.), hiver (Fr.), inverno (Gal., It., Port.), iarna (Rum.), invierno (Sp.) We illustrate the OT analysis under Positional Faithfulness with the exceptional verbal forms of Canals (5b). As claimed before, as a general rule the more sonorous a vocalic nucleus is, the better it is (6a); but in unstressed position (P UNSTR ), which is a weak position with respect to the stressed position, the less sonorous a vowel is, the better it is, with the inverse sonority relation presented in (6b The combination of these constraints in the hierarchy in (9) leads to the right results. The tableaux in (10) and (11) exemplify the ranking at work. In (10), the ranking of the faithfulness constraint ID[±open]-V In at the top of the hierarchy discards the candidate that modifies the input vowel located word-initially, (10b). In (11), the same faithfulness constraint does not block featural changes in the first vowel with respect to [±open] because it does not appear in absolute word-initial position; hence, the optimal candidate correctly exhibits a reduced (less sonorous) unstressed vowel, Contrary to the effects observed in stressed position, vowels in unstressed syllables tend to reduce to less sonorous vowels, since the output vowels are less prominent (less sonorous) than the underlying vowels which they replace and hence better suit this weak position, as shown in (19) and (20) for Catalan. 
The alternation between proclitic [] and enclitic [] in epenthetic sites cannot be explained as a general neutralization phenomenon, because of the lack of neutralization elsewhere. For example, 3 rd person accusative feminine clitics // and // (where the 13 The enclitic combination of 3 rd person plural dative plus 3 rd person plural accusative clitics is not included in Garcia & Beltran (1994) , probably due to the general tendency to avoid these clusters in postverbal position in the variety under study (see Beltran 2005: I, 100-101). vowels stand for the feminine morph) maintain the quality of the input vowels regardless of their position with respect to the host. 14 As argued, in general the more sonorous a vocalic peak is, the better it is (*P/ >> *P/); but for epenthetic vocalic peaks the contrary is true too, due to the prosodically weak position that epenthesis occupies (*P EP / >> *P EP /). Additionally, since the preverbal and the postverbal position do not have the same degree of prominence, the ranking for epenthetic syllable nuclei can split depending on the site of the epenthesis, as shown in (28). Viaplana 1992: 403-404) . For expository reasons, we instead adopt the alternative view of phonologically conditioned allomorphy, i.e. // ~ // (cf. Mascaró 1986: 94) . In any case, the important fact to remark here is that, contrary to the distribution of [] and [] in epenthetic sites, the distribution of [] and [] in the feminine clitics la and les is not related to the part of the prosodic domain in which they appear, because they surface as [] and [] whether in proclisis or in enclisis. (More details on vowel reduction in Valencian Catalan appear in Lloret & Jiménez 2008.) with the family of constraints against epenthetic vowels in enclisis at the top, would be the default option:
(29) *P ENCLEP /α (enclisis) >> *P PROCLEP /α (proclisis)
To complete the analysis, we need to include the faithfulness constraints that protect the features of input vowels. For our purposes, the IDENT constraint that preserves [±low] specifications, (30), is enough to ensure that the low underlying vowel // will not surface as [] and that the non-low vowel // will not surface as [] .
Remarkably, epenthetic vowels do not have underlying features; therefore, their specifications cannot be protected by faithfulness (input-output) constraints. In conclusion, exploration of the role of prominence in phonology is a productive area of research. In appealing to recent OT insights on Positional 
